U.S. Steel's final argument is that the order was void because
neither American nor U.S. Steel was served with a copy of the Union's
complaint as provided for in section 103(g) of the Act. 3/ The only
evidence on this issue is the inspector's testimony that he did not
know whether U.S. Steel had been provided a copy of the complaint.
This testimony falls short of establishing that U.S. Steel in fact
was not served with the complaint.  Also, U.S. Steel has not
demonstrated how it was prejudiced by the alleged failure of service.
Accordingly, we affirm the judge's finding that the order was validly
issued.

For the above reasons, the decisio

A. E. LawsAn, Commissioner

_3/  Section 103(g) provided in part:

Whenever a representative of the miners has reasonable grounds
to believe that a violation of a mandatory health or safety standard
exists, or an imminent danger exists, such representative shall have a
right to obtain an immediate inspection by giving notice to the Secre-
tary or his authorized representative of such violation or danger.
Any such notice shall be reduced to writing, signed by the repre-
sentative of the miners, and a copy shall be provided the operator
or his agent no later than at the time of inspection, ....  Upon
receipt of such notification, a special Inspection shall be made as
soon as possible to determine if such violation or danger exists in
accordance with the provisions of this title.

165teel's argument that an imminent danger did
